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THE MAMIKONIDS AND THE LIPARITIDS 


Two important Caucasian princely houses, playing a decisive role 
In Armenian history, claimed imperial Chinese origin; the Mamikonids 
and the Liparitids. This legendary claim was, as we now realize, quite 
erroneous; and wo, moreover, know how it originated. 

The Mamikonids were immemorial dynasts of the Armeno-Georgian 
march of Tayk or Tao, appearing for the first time in history with Man- 
caeus, one of the war-lords of Tigranes the Great, King of Armenia 
<95-56 B. C,). They held the hereditary office of High Constable of Ar¬ 
menia; reigned, in addition to Tayk, in a half of Taron (centred at Ofa- 
kan); and acquired, through the marriage in the fifth century with the 
heiress of the patriarchal Gregorids, the latter's principalities: the other 
half of Tar on (centred at AStteat), Bagravandene, and Acilisene, The 
Mamikonids were among the greatest Armenian princes and their role 
in the history of Armenia and, also, of the Eastern Empire is too well 
known to require comment. The eighth century, as a result especially 
of the unsuccessful insurrection against the Caliph in 771-772, ushered 
in an era of decline for the dynasty. Most of their principalities were 
lost, chiefly to the rival house of the Bagratids, but they managed to 
retain the sovereignty of the south-western part of Taxon until the end 
of the twelfth century \ 

The Liparitids made their appearance in southern Georgia (in Lower 
Iberia) In the second half of the ninth century, as dynasts of Trialeii, 
with the stronghold of Klde-Karni, and then acquired a great number 
°f ducal fiefs. From their chief stronghold of Qrbeii, in the Duchy of 
Samsvilde, they derived in the eleventh century the name of Grbdl, 
v/fiich later became Orbeliani. Since, it Is therefore only after that time 
dtat one may call them Orbeli or Orbeliani, pie broader nomen geniili- 
cium of Liparitids has been adopted here. This house remained, until 
the end of the Georgian kingdom and in the Russian Empire thereafter, 
at the summit of the Georgian nobility. The peak of the Liparitid great- 
fcfcss was reached, however; in the eleventh-twelfth centuries, when this 

b l-ur the Mamikonids, see ittv Studies in Christian Caucasian History (Gconjc- 
I'jwh University Press, 1963), pp, 20^211, 270, 323-324, 33 . 31, 453-453. (In n. 23G, 
n 211 omit the erroneous reference to Marfcwart, StreifzUge 133-134). 
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house held quasi-hcreditarily the office of High Constable of Georgia and 
was looked in equal struggle with the royal house of the Bagratlds. By 
the end of the twelfth century the Bagrat!ds had come out victorious, 
and the main line of the Orbelis was forced by King George III of 
Georgia to remove to Armenia. There it acquired the Principality of 
Siunm and reigned us its third dynasty down to the fifteenth century * t 

There arc three chief sources for the Chinese claim of the Mami- 
konids and one for that of the Liparitids, all Armenian, Here is a resume 
of their information. 

1. Paustus of Buzanda, Hist. Arm., 5. 4; King Pap of Armenia [367- 
374} 4 says to the Mamikon!d prince Mu5e± I that the Mamikonids arc 
as noble a race as the royal house, their ancestors having been Emperors 
of China 4 . 

Faustus, 5. 37: Exchange of high words between the Mamikonid 
prince Manuel I and King Varazdat of Armenia [374-378], previous to 
their single combat. Manuel asserts that, from ancient times, the Mami¬ 
kon! ds have been, not vassals, but companions of, and superior to, the 
Kings of Armenia, because their ancestors were Emperors of China; 
they came to Armenia as a result of a fratricidal struggle at home. And 
Varazdat replies, not without irony, that, since the Mamikonids ■ arc, 
on their own admission, foreigners, being descended from the Emperors 
ot China, let Manuel go back to China and reign there. 

2. Sebiios, Hist. HeraelJ, Part 2 of the Prolegomena; Mamik and 
Konak, sons of Kara am, highest dignitary of the Chinese Empire rose 
against Cenbakur, Emperor of China 7 1 their brother uterine, but were 
defeated and fled. They came eventually to Iran, whence the Great King 
Artabanus B [v (215-224)], in order to keep peace with the Emperor of 


2 For the Lipantids* sec my * The Fifteenth-Century Eagratids and the Insd- 
union of Collegial Sovereignty in Georgia », Traditia, 7 (1949-1951), 179-180; Stud- 
Chr , Cauc. Hist., pp. 210, 214 and n. 236, 270. 

3, The dates of the kings of Armenia arc given here oceording to P. Ananiaft. 

La data e le circostanze della cansacr-aJdane di S. Gregorio UJumiE^tonj *> 
Le Muscvn, 74 (1&61), 360. 

4, ... fl'iimy. 

5, I am, of course, aware of the recent attempt to ascribe- the History of SebZus 
to Xosrovtk (cf. Stud, Chr . Caitc. Hist p. 13), but must confess to not being 
sufficiently convinced by the arguments advanced in its favour fcf. also ReW& 
dss Etudes tinnmiennes, 1, 1964. 203-215) to alter the traditional designate 
of this important source. 

6, t’ptfl'i'i* 1 ! b li liHUBtftitfc - 

7, ... oiVjitFor the significance of the last word, see 

infra at o, 30. 

S. ■■■ if.pitltffl imtl.Wtj tltftfin j^r OftWfrflfklMtlJ ■ 
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China, sent them to Armenia, They are the ancestors of the Mamikon ids, 
— Sebeos claims to have heard this story from the Chinese Ambassador 
to the Court of the Great King Chosrqes [II (590-628)], 

3. Ps. Moses of Chorene, Hist, Arm,, 2, SI i The Emperor of China 
Arbok Cenbakur had two foster-brothers, BMox and Mamgun. De¬ 
nounced before the Emperor by his brother and threatened with death, 
Mamgun lied to the Great King 10 Ardasir [224-241], who refused to sur¬ 
render him to the Emperor of China. But Ardasiris son Sapor [I (241’ 
272)3, in order to keep peace with him, sent Mamgun to Armenia, The 
Mamikontds are descended from him. 

Ps. Moses, 2. 84: Mamgun is called Chinese 11 * 

So much for the Mamikomds. Now for the Liparitids, — 

A. Stephen Orbelian, Hist. Shm, t 66: As a result of a fratricidal 
struggle among the members of the imperial family of China, following 
the death of the Emperor Cenbakur, those who were defeated in it fled 
the country. One of them arrived, through the Daryal Pass, in Iberia 
(East Georgia) before the reign of the first King Pharnabazus flVth 
century B. C,] l5 r and received the stronghold of Orbcii, from which his 
house derived its name 'h 

It has been recognized that passages from Faustus, Sebeos, and Ps. 
Moses are all part of the so-called Epic of the Iranian War, which has 
been preserved precisely in the above historical works and also"in Aga- 
thangelus It must also be presumed that the Epic, in this context, 
drew upon the family legend of the Mamikonids, which must have 
existed independently of it* Indeed, the version of the Epic found in 
Agathangdus docs not refer to that legend. Now, that the passage from 
Stephen Orbelian represents the same family tradition, is extremely dif¬ 
ficult to doubt. Especially so, since Stephen represents exactly the same 
version of the tradition as Faustus, except for the divergences that are, 
will be seen, susceptible of an explanation; while Sebeos and Ps. 

10 . ffmyunrp 

11. ■-* ET-JVm*- 

12' For ihe half- legendary first King of Iberia (East Georgia) PharnEribaims 
{^Drrjavit&h see Stud, Chr , Cdwc* Hist v pp. SO, 39, 

D. Georgian territorial surnames arc formed with the sufEU -eJffJ, which usually 
replaces the territorial suffix Stephen, Hist. Shm. t cd. K. Sahnaznrean 

(Paris, 1859, reprinted, Tiflfs, 1910), p. 371, gives both the correct form OrbStlt 
and the unusual one OrbulR, 

h. g p? M. Abdyae, Istorija drevearmjatiskoy literatury , I (Erevan, 1948), 165- 
i!>7, -59, 
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Moses represent together a somewhat different version of the same tra¬ 
dition. 

Thus, while Paustus aqd Stephen assert the royal origin of their 
heroes, Sebeos and Ps. Moses make it distinguished indeed, but not 
royal: for the former, Mamik and Konak are brothers uterine of the 
Emperor and sons of the highest dignitary of the Empire, but for the 
latter Mamgun is merely the Emperor's foster-brother. In Faustus it is 
stated that the Mamikonids were in Armenia from ancient times; and 
this, mat at is mutandis, is exactly what Stephen claims for his heroes 
ancestor; the times before the first King Phamabazus are indeed 
Iberia's * ancient times On the other hand, both Sebeos and Ps. Moses 
place the arrival of the Mamikonids in Armenia in the third centuiy 
after Christ. According to both Faustus and Stephen, the cause for 
leaving China was a struggle in the imperial family; but Sebeos gives 
as the cause a revolt again! the Emperor, and Ps. Moses a denunciation 
before him, Faustus speaks of the arrival in Armenia, and Stephen of the 
arrival in Iberia, as directly from China. But both Sebeos and Ps. Moses 
mention a preliminary arrival in Iran and the Great King's anxiety to 
keep peace with the Emperor of China as the reason for the subsequent 
removal to Armenia. No praenomen of the emigre ancestor is given by 
either Faustus or Stephen; while Sebeos has Mamik and Konak (for two 
brothers), which is an obvious splitting of the nomen gentilidum of 
Mami kon(ean), and which Ps. Moses alters to Mamgun. 

This identity of legendaiy claims regarding the origins of the two 
families made it possible for the late Professor N. Adontz to conjecture 
that the Liparitids were a branch of the Mamikonids l5 . But there are 
other indications to support this conjecture, including the nature of that 
identity itself. We. may now examine these indications, 

1, The Liparitids appeared in Iberia in S76 16 , that is, about a cen¬ 
tury after the decline of the Mamikonids had set in Armenia. The Georg¬ 
ian lands had always offered asylum to Armenian dynasts, and especially 
so in the years 771-772 and thereafter. Thus, several Bagrat id branches 
removed there, one of them destined to ascend the throne of Iberia and 
then to build the monarchy of United Georgia 17 ; then also members of 


15. N. Adontz, Armenija v epextt Justinimm (St Petersburg, 1908), p. 404. 

16. Chronicle of Iberia {Mattune Kartlisa), cd, S, OauxfiiSvUi, Karilis Cxovrefa 
1 (Tillls, 1955), p. 258; * Li pant [I] took possession of the lands of trialed ^ 
raisctl Dte caudle of KJdoKami, nml Davit L son yf Bagrat, camq to power 
(ipotrwitf) *, DuvJd I sUL-CL-vded his Inthur Bagrat I as Bagratid Curopeto 16 
of Iberia in 876: TuuntanuJV, * The Bugratids of Iberia from the Eighth to tb* 
Eleventh Century*, in? AffUitoii, 74 <1961), 17-16. 

17. Thus, m the beginning uf ihe eighth century Smbat IV Bagratum fled to 
Western Georgia (Stud, Chr . Cane, IlisL, p. 345) and, his sons migrated aft# 
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the House of Gnuxil 14 ; and, what is of particular interest, in 771, a Ma- 
mtkomd prince, Artavazd, who acquired important domains there l? . The 
Lip anti ds, who a century later figure in the Georgian sources among 
the most important dynasts of Iberia, with domains situated not far 
from the Armenian border, may well have been descended from Arta¬ 
vazd or from his kin. 

2, Almost from the start, the LipariticU showed a predilection for 
the praenomen Rat, which seems to be a derivation, unique in mediaeval 
Georgia, from the Armenian Hrahat a: ; and this was the name of the 
father of several Mamikon id princes who were among the leaders of the 
insurrection of 771-772 ai . 

3. The struggle between the Mamikon!ds and the Bagratids in Ar¬ 
menia — in which the former lost most of their domains to the latter -— 
Bind that between their presumable descendants the LiparitMs and the 
Bagratids in Georgia — in which the former nearly wrested from the 
latter half the realm M — have the appearance of one and the same 
family feud, which these dynasties may have carried with them as they 
removed from one country to the other. 


748 to Eastern Georgia {ibt±, pp. 346-352). Alter 772, Asot IV Bagratuni esta¬ 
blished himself in southern Tayfe, on the Georgian confines, wresting it from 
thu Mamikunids {ibid. 7 p. 453), and Adaxnase, son of Vasak Bagratura, settled 
m Upper Iberia and founded the Georgian branch of the. Bagratids {ibid*? 
pp. 345, 331, 412-416. 

IS, Vartan, frmv. Hist. (Venice, 1S62), p. 77; cf. Srwd, Chr , Cauc . Hist,, p. 453, n, 63. 
15. Leontius, Hist, ArrM, (5t. Petersburg, 1887), pp* 138-139. The statement of this 

SOUrtC; ^ S-njjw kp^hur^ VftrtUiaUf‘Kp^pk JiV+firm ft Spit bf], bp Ur pi-ft If . b L ±J Itl tfiiitir jfr ±uifJt,tUlt'p 

'U’i. b^-F” J b ’fbpuij if (l it p bif 'i.bPf is 

patent hyperbole. It may indicate, however, that Artavazd indeed acquired 
considerable domains in Georgia, for great local princes have not infrequently 
been confused by foreign writers with, kings; cf. 5r*fd, Chr ; Cauc. Hist., p. 257,. 
n 6; one of the confusions concerns, as a matter of fact, a Liparidd, Liparit XV 
fd. infra n. 22) whom an Arab source calls « King cf Abasgia p (= West Georgia). 
■ boor Uparitids bore the name of Rat in the eleventh and twelfth centuries; 
^ tJ ' §■: F, Just!, Irtwlsches HamentmcH (Marburg, 1395), p. 443, Oddly, on p, 
Just! fails to connect Rat with the Armenian Brubal {for which, see p T 102). 

A'id yet the cun temporary Byzantine rendering of Rat as (Cedrenus, 

77j"m!. Lvmp.' vd. Migtiu, F. G., 122, 304: '(ipernloy) seems to indicate that orh 
y lhc t^urgian name must have been something like *Hrat. 

_ i-euiiliuji, p, J3<^ lJ. stud, Chr. Cauc, Hist,, pp. 347-351. 

Lijnurh i\) F Jtftike cjI Trial el j, Argveli, Lower and Upper Iberia, High Constable 
<jl ylu. Juried in JEM5/6 King Bagrat IV of Georgia, through the mediation 
d the JimiJuror Constant Jnu IX, tu cede to himself something like the southern 
bioieiy u f the kingdom: Chron. /her,, pp. 29&3EJ5;: Cedrenus, eoL 304-305. Ste- 
p. 374, speaks of him as pursuing half the kingdom. 


ta 


d'ttmicis lumSnLeimes 
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4. As the Mamikonids were enfeoffed of die office of High Constable 
in Armenia, so the Liparitids held, qirasi-hereditarily the corresponding 
office in Georgia, in the eleventh and twelfth centuries 31 * 

5, And now the Chinese claim itself. It only from Stephen that 
this claim of the Liparitids is known to us* No mediaeval Georgian 
source that lias reached us mentions it, Stephen indeed claims to have 
drawn his information from Georgian sources, as also that the hatred 
of the victorious George 111 was responsible [or the obliteration of Lb 
paritid memories in Georgia. And, actually, Stephen manifests a certain 
conversancy with Georgian sources. Nevertheless, It may well be sup¬ 
posed that ho simply took from Faustus (whose version of the legend 
is, as wo have seen, the same as Stephen's own) the story of the Chinese 
origin of the Mamikonids and merely adapted it to the Georgian back¬ 
ground of the Lipariiid branch which had settled in Siunia and to which 
he himself belonged. But if that be so, no explanation is possible as to 
why he failed to mention the Mamikon!d and, in general, Armenian past 
that is inseparable from the story of Faustus, and why he made the Chinese 
ancestor of the Liparitids arrive, instead, in Iberia and from the north* 
In Armenian society, the Princes of Siunia, who had recently migrated 
from Georgia, and the Archbishop of Siunia himself — Stephen — would 
have found a connexion with the dynasty of national heroes distinctly to 
their advantage. This consideration obliges one to abandon' the suppo¬ 
sition of a borrowing from Faustus and to admit that Stephen must 
have used the legend in the form in which the Liparitids had brought it 
from Georgia. And this alone can explain the avoidance of any mention 
of the Mamikonid and the Armenian past* 

The nascent nationalism of the recently united Kingdom of Georgia 
must have made it necessary for a leading Geogian family to avoid all 
mention of a recent foreign extraction: and if an illustrious foreign or¬ 
igin was to be admitted, it was to be pushed far into the past. In ad¬ 
dition, the confessional enmity between the two neighbouring nations 
made it imperative to consign to oblivion Armenia and, therefore, the 
Mamikonids, Thus, only the imperial Chinese origin was retained. Thai 
this conjecture is correct is borne out by the fact that this is precisely 


23. Stephen, pp, 172, 378, actually claims that the Liparitids were (hereditary) 

High Constables and also Coronnnl-S erf Georgia f wxyurfMupfrw, yap , ***** 

24. A passage Imm the Historic and Eutogitis of the Sovereigns (Istoriani 
UTjimni Utiravantlcdfant), ed. Qam£i£viJL J taritts Cxovr&ba, II (Tiflls, 19591 
fll yO. will suffice to show wlml ghastly extremes this confessjtmal enmity had 
ivnehed by Uie time trf Queen T ha ma r, at the end of the twelfth and the 
beginning of the thirteenth century. 
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what happened in the case of the Liparitids' rivals, the branch of the 
Bagraiids that had come to reign in Georgia. In the History of the Bag - 
ratids by the eleventh-century historiographer of the dynasty, Sumbat 
son of David, the arrival of the Bagrat ids in Georgia is pushed further 
back; their Armenian past is studiedly concealed; but the legend of 
Hebrew origin, which had developed among the Armenian Bagrat ids, is 
kept and improved upon as the legend of the Davidic descent Ac¬ 
cordingly, the suppression of the Armenian and Mamikonid connexions 
is the best proof that Stephen's account of the legend of Chinese origin 
is the genuine Liparitid account of it. And the identity of Stephen s 
version with the version of Faustus is the best proof that the Liparirids 
were indeed a Mamikon id branch. Since Faustus was a historiographer 
of the Mamikon id dynasty 36 , his version must be the version accepted 
by the Mamikon ids themselves. And it is near to the historical truth m 
stating that the Mamikonids were in Armenia from ancient times, for, 
as has been seen at the beginning of this paper, they were already a 
leading family of Armenia in the Artaxiad period. On the other hand, 
the version ot Sebeos and Ps. Moses is not only more recent than that 
of Faustus, but also more glaringly inexact historically in implying that 
the Mamikonids were in Armenia only after the third century; and it 
does not represent the Mamikonids' own version, Sbbeos and Ps, Moses 
were historiographers of the rival Bagratids 27 ; and so Sebeos may to 
wrne extent have been affected by the anti-Mamikon id bias, which is 
well known in the case of Ps. Moses 26 . This must explain why their 
version ascribes to the Mamikonids a more recent Armenian past and a 
bumbler Chinese origin. 

On one point Stephen is in accord with the second one may call 
l! Pagratid — version of the Chinese legend of the Mamikonids i it is the 
bEle denbakur , used as the name of the Emperor of China, while Faustus 
] vkrs to him simply as ** King of the land of China »As for £en- 
' i iikur f it Is a compound of the ethnicon cen, meaning Chinese — whence 
1 v toponym Cenasttm meaning China — and bakur, a derivation of the 


a Stud. Chr, Cattc , Hist., pp. 4224ZB. 

y rif., p. 123, n. 223. 

ibid. 

u - tf p. ciL, p. 332 and n, 127, While it is true that Ps, Moses is quite Inimical 
h \ ^ Mamikonids, SebEos is not. It is only in the eighth century that Ma- 
r)ir knj]i(j. Biigratid relations had passed from rivalry to strife (and this is one 
J P t f^usuns fur dating the work attributed to Moses of Ghorcne as not 
ihe eighth century: d'. op. cit., 330-334). But n certain rivalry had indeed 
^'j !l existed between these two leading dynasties; hence oven the account of 
k-Ws siEjoyt the Mnmlkonld beginnings is more modest than the Mamikonids 1 ' 
vti^iun. 

^pru n, 4 , 
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Iranian bagpur itself a translation of the Chinese ijmperia) title or pi en 
tzu or Son of Heaven 30 . Mark wart suggested fhul the reference in 
baker most in reality be one ttJ the King of the Kushans, whu ukn ^ 
titled himself Son of Heaven {d£vapuir£t} 2 \ But he fails lu lake ini^ 
consideration the fact that Faust us, Sebeos, and Fs, Moses clearly jj v 
tinguish between the Chinese and the Kushans M . What, however, i s 
more important, is the fact that In the seventh-century Geography Q f 
Ananias of Siracene, the Chinese are called Cenk ? their silk production 
is commented upon, and their sovereign is called Cenbakur M , Mart 
wart's attempted interpretation was doubtless due to his acceptance of 
the legend au pied de la lettre and his desire to substitute for the distant 
Chinese, the more likely because less distant Kushan provenance, 

There can be no serious doubt that the Mamikonid legend concerns 
China, but this is not to say that the legend must be true. Markwarfs 
attempt to salvage the legend would not have been necessary, had he 
accepted Adontz's more plausible theory. According to the latter, the 
ethnicon den of the legend is merely the result of a misinterpretation, Dr 
rather of a Hvresque. interpretation, of the ethnicon can, denoting a sub- 


30. Justi, Iran, Samcnbuch, p, 240; of, The Encyclopaedia of Islam, New E<L 2 
(1965) s. v. flFaghfurE, 

31. J, Markwart, Sudarmenien tmd die Tigrisquellen (Vienne, 293Q), pp. 77*-79\ 
It is hardly relevant to our problem that some Chinese translations of Buddhist 
legends speak of the King of the Kushans as den-tan, in which Markwart saw 
a rendering of Cmasthzma - dSvaputra. What is important is that the Indians 
meant China when they used the word Cinasthana (cL, e, g., N, Pigulevskaja, 
Vimntija na piitjux v Indiju [Moscow/Leningrad 1951], p, 179). And it is, 
moreover, difficult to suppose Armenian historians of the ftfth'eighth centuries 
to have had access to Chinese translations of Buddhist literature, Markwart also 
cites the Syriac Alexander romance where the Kushan State is referred to as 
Cffl, There Is, loo* the additional fact that some tenth-century Muslim sources 
mistook the Khaqan of the Uigurs for the neighbouring Emperor of China: 
Markwart, Qsteuropaiscke and ostasiatiscfte Streifzuge (Leipzig, 1903b p, 39. 
But all this is pointless beside the fact that the Armenians were quite clear 
what they meant when they used the word Can or tfe.tmsiani infra at mi, 32,33, 
Modern Armenian uses Cinasian for China. — Of the several attempts to salvage 
the Mamikonid legend by situating the land of Cen nearer in Asia, X refer here 
only to Markwart'a, as coming from so high an authority. 

32. Failstus, 5,4 (Chinese); S,7 (Kushans); 5.37 (both); SebSos, 19 (Chinese); 2,13. 
25 (Kushans); Proleg. 2 (both); Ps. Moses, 2.81 (Chinese); 2.2, 67, 6S, 72, 73, 74 
(Kushans), 

33. Like Ptolemy, on whom he depends, and other ancient writers, Ananias knows 

China as divided into two nations, the northern Seres (their land: Series) 
and the southern Sinsa. Thus he refers to Ptolemy s as r e 

t eft(Siwnikia ... which js Cenk) and to the £tvai as *■- *$*.«$* ... ^» 

h F £ ([land] of the SiwnetiK, close to the CenR); Geography, Asia 37.38, 

The two names as given by Ananias are practically synonymous. 
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ft vision of the proto-Georgians and represented by the Tzanm, the Can- 
Lazi, etc, A$ dynasts of the Armeno-Georgian march of TayR in the Mo 
narchy of Great Armenia M , the Mamikonids may well have been either 
of protoGeorgian Can origin or at least influenced by the Can element. 
Indeed, the basic element of their surname, which may initially have 
been a gentilitial title, is mtunik or mamak, which is a compound of the 
Armenian diminutive suffix -4k and of the Georgian mama or father. 
What is more, one of their favourite praenomina , Muse}, appears to be 
p territorial epithet formed from their city of Mus through the addition 
of the Georgian territorial sufHx -et, Armenian ized as -e? 1S , Accordingly, 
the Mamikon id Chinese legend was made possible by a mere change of 
a vowel; and it was well in keeping with the tendency evinced by many 
princely dynasties of Armenia to provide themselves with splendid and 
exotic origins 36 . 

If indeed the Liparitid version of the Chinese legend represents, 
a5 we have reasons to suppose, the Mamikomds' own version, then a 
certain detail II contains, and which is not found in Faustirs* nor in the 
version of Sebeos and Ps, Moses, may prove of considerable interest. It 
is the description of the family’s standard. It has been seen that the 
legendary arrival of the Mamikonids from China to Armenia was, on the 
Georgian soil, changed into that of the Liparitids from China to Iberia, 
Both arrivals are said to have occurred in ancient times. It may, there¬ 
fore, be assumed that some at least of Stephen’s references to the early 
Liparitids are in actual fact memories of the early Mamikonids, prior 
to the establishment of their Liparitid offshoot in Georgia. Now we 
know that the Armenian princes had their distinctive standards, with 
inchoate heraldic bearings on them. Regrettably, the sources have not 
preserved the description of any of these princely flags 31 . Thus Stephen’s 
description of one may be the only such description to have reached us, 
— precisely of the banner of the Mamikcnid dynasty. 

Unfortunately, the text of Stephen is, on this point, marked by a 


34. Whatever their origins, historically the Mamikonids were an Armenian dynasty, 
one of the chief houses of the Monarchy of Great Armenia. Fur the vicissitudes 
of TayS as a marchland, see Smd. Chr, Cbm*. Hist., pp, 450456, 498. 

35. Adontz, Anftemja, pp. 4Q34D3, 405, 398; for Mulct, see also Markwart, Siidar- 

menieti, p. 157 n. b — For the Pontic Georgian land of Canefi, or Laristan, see 
A. GugusliWli, * Ethnographical and Historical XHvision of Georgia », Georgies, 
1/2-3 (1936), 64. Ananias speaks of it (-•* (•*. ’J* "t* to Geogr ., 

Asia 19; and aho Ps. Moses (*■' V 4,* ?s 2.76, 

36. J, Laurent, L'Ami^rtfe wire Byzance et VIslam (Paris, 1919), p. 69; Stud. Chr. 
Case. Hist., p, 140, n. 245, 

37. Faustus, 4.2; cf. Stud. Chr, Cauc. Hist., p. 117, n, 193. FaustU 5 > op, cit f indeed 
speaks of banners with eagles and falcons, but docs not specify what families 
had what banners. 
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certain^ quite tantalizing,, ambiguity. The description of the standard ^ 
given in the midst of an enumeration or the Liparitids' ancient hotioq^ 
Thus he says that they had as their own * twelve dr&sJc t a thousand men 
each drdS {^pif^at*****^ ^ «j/^) j> and then goes 

on immediately to say; y/ umCJm'Sr ip 

L't. fjHfpilfrp ijMf tttVrhj , ^pUrtFtiTjh^jr^i lintjw /f^ziipd[ip JT^ 

a py jr ,/t i.u ff fi ifLpntf" ^ 

The ambiguity of the text is due to the fact that it contains three dif¬ 
ferent words, which can a33 mean ^flagp — droi f > vafj and ns&n; and that 
of these, moreover, the last two have other recognized meanings; « orna¬ 
mental doth *> f « brilliance », « bunting », and ® flame » (modern) for vai 
(as a noun), and * sign ® or * emblem » for nSan, On examination, the 
word dr6$ (which I will render as * banner *), too, acquires a second 
meaning. The phrase * twelve drDSJt T a thousand men each drOS» cannot 
obviously refer to banners in the sense of a hag attached to a pole, but 
is unquestionably used m the extended sense of a military unit assembled 
under a banker. This was precisely the occasional mediaeval Georgian 
use of this Armenian word that became droSa in Georgian, as, for iru* 
tance, when the First Historian of Queen Thamar speaks of a handful 
of Georgians defeating the Turks who commanded * twelve banners 
(tormelisa droSisani) x 39 ' or when the armed forces of the Kingdom of 
Georgia were divided into four * banners » 40 , 

The description of the Liparifid standard follows, as a logical se^ 
quence, this statement about the twelve w banners » of the house. Which 
means that, having referred to the * banners » in the extended sense of 
military units, the author proceeds to describe the flag which, attached 
to the pole and thus making a * banner * in the strict sense, served as 
a rallying point for each of the twelve units. But, since the Liparltld 
standard was an inversion of the royal standard, the latter is described 
first. Thus Stephen states that, while the rule was for the King's to be 
the white var and to have a red mftm, they [ i e,, the Uparitids J 
were ordained to have a red vat and a white i iStm over the banner. 
The word « king * (/agmvonVi) is either in the genitive or in the 
dative case. However, the fact that it is followed by the verb «to 
be » (lin&I) makes it clear that the phrase in which it is found cannoi 
be translated as though it were in the dative, i, e„ as <*■ the rule was for 
the King to be the white vat etc, », for that is patently absurd. Ik 


38. jfTiif. Siun, r 66, p. 37S- 

39. Hist, and Eulogies* p, 56, 

40. Vaxti&t of Georgia, Geo^r. De scrip. ui Georgia, e& M. F. Brosset, Description 
gdographique de la Georgie par le tsar4vitch Vakhoucht (St. Petersburg, 
1342), pp. 34, 36, 304, .384, 3SS, 390, 392, The area of a drosa was called 



TIIE MAMIKDKIDS AND TIIE UFARIT1DS 


135 


translation, then, must be based on the genitive of «the king » t L e + , 
«the role was for the King's [word omitted] to be, etc.». The omitted 
u , or d can be easily guessed: since this phrase is a sequel to the state- 
jrat-nt about the banners, it, clearly, must be: * the rule was for the 
King's [banner, in the strict sense] to be the white var and to have a 
r ed rdfan »■ While this was the case with the King, the Liparitids were 
ordained to have a red var and a white ti$an over the banner, 

There remains the ambiguity of the words var and rato. The pas- 
can be construed as meaning lliat while the King's standard was 
u uhite flag, or doth, and (i. e., with) a red emblem f that of the 
liparitids was a red flag and (with) a white emblem, Brosset 4l , 
however, thought it possible to translate this passage otherwise, that 
js in the sense that the King's standard was a white ilame and (L e,, on) 
red flag, while that of the Liparitids was a red flame and (on) a white 
j]ag. In either case, the meaning of dr&$ in droSin ., , i veray (« above 
« over *, or * on the banner *) ought to be m the extended sense of a 
military unit, because saying that a flag (even in the sense of doth) is 
on/nver/above a banner in the strict sense (rather than over a pole), is 
absurdity. Very possibly, the meaning here is « each barmen », repeating 
what is said in the earlier sentence about banners. The first alternative, 
with «emblem » (* sign *), Is vague; in fact it tells very little of how 
the princely banner in question was emblazoned. In this, it is somewhat 
out of keeping with Stephen's detailed treatment of the Liparitid honours. 
Tor instance, as has just been seen, he gives an exact number of banners 
and of men (albeit patently exaggerated), not contenting himself with 
a vaguer phrase like * a multitude of men in each banner », likewise, 
afier the passage we are concerned with, Stephen goes on to mention 
that, in Court ceremonies, the Liparitids carded a staff with a lion's 
head 41 ; Instead of saying something like « a staff with an animal head » 
or «a staff with an ornament ». The second alternative, with flame 
would not be acceptable in a Classical Armenian text. For the grab&r 
does not seem to know var in the sense of * flame », But Stephen's Ar¬ 
menian cannot boast the Classical purity of its vocabulary. This inter¬ 
pretation is more precise than the first alternative and so more in kcep- 
ing with Stephen's style at this juncture. This second alternative, then. 


43. Brosset, Histoire de la Stannic de Stttphamwa Orbcliau, I (St. Petersburg, 1864), 
215, * Mais comme Etiquette attribnait anx rois la flmmme blanche, stir un 
drapeau ticarlate, on leur avait ordonnd de porter la Damme £carlatc sur un 
cteE.da.rd blanc *, J, Saint-Martin, Mdmoires htstoriques it geogrttphiqm'.i sur 
VArminie, II (Paris, 1819), p. 77 has: « Comma c'utalt l'usago que It; drapeau ties 
mis ffit blanc, et la banmerc qu'on raetlail au-dessus rouge, on regia que k 
drapeau des OrpdJi&m serai t rouge, et !a banmbre blanche ». 

41 Hist. Sum., p. 378: 
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couJd be as follows: « and since tbc rule was for the King's banner to be 
a white flame on a red flap, the TJparitids were ordained to have a red 
flame on a white flag over each banner ». 

If Brosaet be Tight, then the quasbheraldic standard of the Ma- 
mikonids must have been — in heraldic terms — argent a flarne 
gitles, As for the royal standard, it may of course refer to an historical 
reality (Armenian or Iberian: it is difficult to tell which); but it seetns 
far more likely that it never existed, being a deliberate inversion of the 
Mamikonid - Liparitid heraldic configuration, resorted to by the author 
in order to signify the quasi-royal status of the Maraifconids - Lipaxitids, 
a status that the version of Faustus and of Stephen himself endeavours 
to emphasize 41 . 

If such indeed be the Mamikonid emblem, what can have been —^ 
it may be asked in conclusion — its origin? One possibility presents it- 
self as an explanation. The Gregorid inheritance, gathered by the Ma- 
mikonids in the fifth century, included, as has been seen, the princi¬ 
palities of Acilisene and of A&tiSat ~ Tar on. In the latter, the Gregorids 
had succeeded, after the Conversion of Armenia, the Vahmmis, formerly 
the dynasty of the High Priests of Armenian paganism claiming descent 
from the god Vahagn u , Both Acilisene and AStiSat were temple-states 
in pre-Christian times. Acilisene J s city of Btez was the centre of the wor¬ 
ship of Anahit or Anaitis, the Iranian fertility goddess, syncretlzed here 
with Artemis* 5 . And Astilat was the centre of worship of three divinities; 
Vahagn syncretized with Heracles, the Great Mother, and Vahagn^s pa¬ 
ramour Astfik 46 , the Armenian version of I Star, syncretized with Aphro¬ 
dite and tending to merge with Anahit 47 . Both the cult of Vahagn and 


43. Several Georgian princely bouses have deduced their descent from the Lipa- 
ritids and one from the Armenian Mamikonlds: Sfttd. Chr. Cane, Hist, pp. 
211-212 (n, 238), 270. Among the former, the boose of Orbelinni has home the 
additional surname of Jambakurfinn) which is derived from deubakttr. Georgian 
heraldic data arc admittedly of little value to the historian, because (for 
reasons which it is beyond our scope to investigate here) heraldry did not 
become systematized in the ‘Russian Empire before the eighteenth century, 
and In Georgia before its inclusion in that empire. Nevertheless, one may 
expect Georgian coats of arms to have been influenced, in some instances at 
least, by memories of the past. Accordingly, the dexter chief of the quartered 
Orbeliani arms is gules a banner argent ; and the sinister chief of the quartered 
coat of the Barafads, another Lipantid house, is amre a dexter hand issuing 
out of a cloud from the sinister side- and grasping a banner argent charged 
with a qustrefoil gules, — in which it is not difficult to sec a variant of the flame, 

44. €f, Sfriri. Chr . Cmic. Htet. pp. 215, 211 

45. Strabo, 11. 14. 16; Pliny, 5.33; Arm, Agnthongclus, 5,4$, 53, 59; 6,68; 11127; Gk 
Agathangelus (Langlois, Colt, hist, armfih, J), 21, 24, 28, 57; Fs, Moses, 2.14, 

46. Arm, Agath., 114.BD9; Gk Agath., 141; Faustus, 3:14; Fs, Moses, 2,14, 
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of Anahit were associated with fire* Vahagxi was the son of Heaven, 
Earth, and Sea, bom of a red rush, and emerged out of a flame **; and, 
a s is witnessed by pre-Sassanian Iran, the cult of Anahita was parti¬ 
cularly associated with that of hre In these circumstances, the pagan 
past of the Gregorid - Mamikomd princely States was connected with 
pagan religion in its igneous spect. It can therefore be assumed — and 
this is no more than a conjecture — that the memory of this connexion, 
subsequently purged in Christian times of all pagan religious association, 
survived as a vestigial, and qua si-heraldic, symbol of the dynasty that 
reigned in these two States, 
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47, I Karst, Mythologis armeno - caitcasietme el hilita - asianique (Strasbourg / 
Zurich, 1948), p. S3; R Groussct, Histoire de V Arm fane (Paris, 19471, p, 119. 
43. Cf. Abelyan, 1st. drevenarm. lit., I, 31-35. 

49, Cf,, e. g., R. Ghirshman, /ran (Penguin Beaks, 19613, p, 270, 



